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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of this application are respectfully requested. 
Claims 1-16 remain pending. Claims 17-34 have been withdrawn. By this 
communication, claims 1-6, 8-9, and 12-16 are amended. 

Information Disclosure Statenfient 

Applicants thank the Examiner for returning Examiner-initialed copy of the 
Form PTO-1449 of the First Information Disclosure Statement with the Office Action 
to indicate that the foreign patent references listed thereon were considered. 
However, the Office Action indicated that the non-patent literature reference, 
"ECHONET," was not considered because a concise explanation of the relevance 
was not included. 

Applicants' representative spoke with the Examiner on March 12, 2008 and 
pointed out that the IDS filed on October 4, 2005 states that the relevance of the 
cited non-patent literature reference appears in the specification on pages 1-2. The 
Examiner acknowledged this fact and stated that the "ECHONET" reference will be 
considered. It is respectfully requested that an Examiner initialed copy of the PTO- 
1449 fonn including the consideration of the "ECHONET" reference be returned to 
the undersigned. 
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Specification Objection 

The abstract is objected to because it is longer than 1 50 words. Applicants 
have amended the abstract to be more in compliance with the word limitation of 
MPEP §608.01 (b). Accordingly, withdrawal of this objection is respectfully 
requested. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 5 and 6 are objected to for alleged informalities. Applicants have 
amended these claims for clarity and respectfully submit that the claim scope 
remains unchanged. Withdrawal of this objection is respectfully requested. 

Reiection Under 35 U.S.C. S1 12 

Claims 1, 4-5, 8-9, 13, and 15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second 
paragraph as being indefinite. Applicants have amended the aforementioned claims 
to correct minor Informalities and respectfully submit that the claim scope remains 
unchanged. Withdrawal of the rejection to claims 1, 4-5, 8-9, 13, and 15 under 35 
U.S.C. §112 is respectfully requested. 

Reiection Under 35 U,S,C, SI 02 

Claims 1 and 4-9 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as anticipated by 
Howard etal. (U.S. Patent No. 6,728,804, hereinafter Hoi^arc/). Applicants 
respectfully traverse this rejection. 
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Applicants have amended independent claim 1 to incorporate the power 
supply managing means feature. The Office Action acknowledges that Howard does 
not disclose the power supply managing means feature (See Office Action at 19, pg. 
8). However, the Office Action asserts that Van der Meulen (U.S. Patent No. 
6,906,617, hereinafter Van der Meulen) discloses this feature. Applicants submit 
that Van der Meulen does not disclose a "power supply managing means that 
manages a state of power supply in the communication adapter apparatus" as 
recited in amended claim 1 . 

Van der Meulen discloses a home automation system including a variety of 
appliances and ancillary devices that facilitate the communication and processing of 
information and commands related to the appliances. Van der Meulen further 
discloses at least one appliance including a power monitor device having a current 
monitor for measuring the current being drawn by the appliance. Van der Meulen, 
col. 3, lines 8-10 and 32-38. The current monitor determines the state of an 
appliance as one of four possible states: no current flow, minimal current flow, 
nominal current flow, and high current flow. Van der Meulen, col. 3, lines 55-60. By 
providing an indication of multiple power levels, appliances may be configured to 
draw a small but detectable amount of current when turned off and plugged into the 
monitor so that an "absent" state can be distinguished from an "off" state. Van der 
Meulen, col. 3, lines 60-64. 

The Office Action appears to read "power supply managing means" on Van 
der Meulen's "power monitor device." However, as discussed above, the power 
monitor device determines the state of power supply in the appliance rather than in 
the power monitor device itself. Therefore, Van der Meulen fails to disclose or 
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suggest a "power supply managing means that manages a state of power supply in 
the communication adapter apparatus" as recited in amended claim 1 . 

Claims 4-9 are also allowable by virtue of their dependency from 
independent claim 1 , and for the features recited therein. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections to independent 
claim 1 and all claims dependent therefrom. 

Rejections Under 35 U,S,C, S 103 

Claims 2-3 and 11-16 - HowardA^an der Meulen 

Claims 2-3 and 1 1-16 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Howard in view of Van der Meulen. Applicants respectfully 
traverse this rejection. 

As discussed aboye, Howard or Van der Meulen, alone or In combination, 
fails to disclose or suggest all of the features as recited in claim 1 , the independent 
claim from which rejected claims 2-3 and 1 1 depend. 

Howard discloses a communications adapter for facilitating electronic 
communications with an electronic device. Identification for the communications 
adapter and the type of electronic device are provided to a controller. Howard, col. 
6, lines 29-31 . The identification of the adapter enables the controller to send 
information or data to the adapter. Id,, col. 6, lines 31-32. The identification of the 
device serves to enable the controller to send appropriate computer program code to 
facilitate communication with the device. Id., col. 6, lines 38-42. The computer 
program code that is sent to the adapter from the controller provides the functionality 
to communicate with the electronic device. Id., col. 6, lines 42-45. When the 
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controller receives the identification of the electronic device, it determines the 
translator code, or new program code, that may be used on the adapter to 
communicate with the device. Id., col. 6, lines 49-52. 

In regards to independent claim 12, Hovi/ard discloses receiving 
identification of the eiectronic device and determining the translator/program 
code based upon the identification of the device, and thus, does not disclose 
"when the input/output interface is connected to the home appliance, the CPU 
distinguishes an input/output system for the home appliance on the basis of 
voltage information supplied from the home appliance via a specific terminal of the 
input/output interface and selects driver software corresponding to the 
input/output system" as recited in claim 12. As recited in claim 12, the claimed 
invention controls the input/output interface directly by the selected driver software 
corresponding to the input/output system of the connected appliance. 

Likewise, in regards to independent claim 13, Howard does not disclose "the 
input/output interface includes a specific terminal that supplies a ciocic signal from 
the communication adapter to the home appliance, and the CPU starts driver 
software of a serial input/output system of a clock synchronous type or 
asynchronous type in association with a supply or a non-supply of the clock signal 
and, on the basis of a response returned from the home appliance at this point, 
selecting driver software of the serial input/output system of one of the clock 
synchronous type/asynchronous type" as recited in claim 13. As recited in claim 13, 
the claimed invention supplies clock signals to the home appliance and controls 
hardware of the input/output interface based on the response by the selected driver 
software corresponding to the appliance. 
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Further, in regards to independent claim 14, Howard does not disclose 
"communication adapter selects driver software held by the storage on the basis of a 
communication frame that is sent from an electrical apparatus connected to the 
network" as recited in claim 14. As recited in claim 14, the claimed invention controls 
hardware of the input/output interface based on the response by the selected driver 
software corresponding to the appliance. 

In regards to independent claims 15 and 16, Howard discloses that an 
application programming interface may be provided that includes functions and data. 
Id., col. 6, lines 9-1 1 . The functions may reflect various functions, variables, events, 
files, data, and etc. on the device, and may provide access to these items for the 
device interface module, /of., col. 6, lines 11-14. Howard does not disclose using 
and selecting attribute information that consists of, for example, the device, the 
model name, and the power consumption, and thus, does not disclose that "the 
storage holds attribute mformatlort consisting of Items, model names, and 
power consumption, and the like, which can be monitored, controlled, and set 
from the network, for each of plural home appliances, and the communication 
adapter selects one piece of the attribute information for the input/output interface on 
the basis of a response frame from the home appliance responding to the 
communication frame sent from the input/output interface to the home appliance" as 
recited in claim 15 and as similarly recited in claim 16. 

As discussed above. Van der Meulen merely discloses a power monitor 
device that determines the state of an appliance rather than "distinguishing] an 
Input/output system for the home appliance on the basis of voltage information 
supplied from the home appliance." 
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Therefore, Howard or Van der Meulen, alone or In combination, can not 
render independent claims 12-16 obvious to one skilled in the art. Thus, it is 
respectfully requested that the rejection to claims 2-3 and 11-16 be withdrawn. 

Claim 10 - Howard 

Claim 10 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Howard. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

As discussed above, Howard fails to disclose or suggest all of the features as 
recited in claim 1, the independent claim from which rejected claim 10 depends. 
Thus, it is respectfully requested that the rejection to claim 10 be withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

Based on at least the foregoing amendments and remarks. Applicants submit 
that claims 1-16 are allowable, and that this application is in condition for allowance. 
Accordingly, Applicants request a favorable examination and consideration of the 
instant application. In the event the instant application can be placed in even better 
form, Applicants request that the undersigned attorney be contacted at the number 
below. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Buchanan Ingersoll & Rooney pc 
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